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Application No. 
09/239,024 



Applicant(s) 



Buchwald et at 



Examiner 



SAMUEL BARTS 



Group Art Unit 
1621 




K! Responsive to communication(s) filed on Oct 30, 2000 — _ . ■ 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for 'o™^' "[^^tt^^' " 
in accordance with the practice under fit pa/fe Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. IM. 

appS^^^^^^^^^^ 135 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the prov.s.ons of 

37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claims 
H Claim(s) 7-70 



Of the above, claim (s) 36-70 
□ Claimls) 



K! Claim(s) 1-35 

□ Claim(s} 

□ Claims 



is/are pending in the application. 

_ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on . is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is Approved disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 5 1 19(a)-(d). 

□ All n Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. {Series Code/Serial Number) • 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
♦Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 

Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

m Information Disclosure Statement{s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 4,5_ 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I claims 1-35 and example 24 as the elected 
species in Paper No. 7 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an appUcation for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international apphcatjon by anothe. who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (I), (2), and (4) of section 37 1(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Hartwig et al(US 6,057,456). 

The claimed invention is substantially disclosed in Hartwig et al. See for example Scheme I in 
column 3, Hartwig discloses the use of palladium ligands as the catalyst. For example, see column 
4 lines 49-58 Hartwig disclosed the use of bases in column 5 lines 1 1-26. From the examples it is 
clear that Hartwig heats the reaction mixture. Hartwig discloses solvents in column 7 lines 14-31. 
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Minor differences may l>e ci.im«i but are obvious depending o„ a skilled artisan's desired to 
„»ke a particular compound «,d the degree of purScation desired in making that compound. 
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